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It has long been established that the rule that parol evidence is inad- 
missable to contradict or vary the terms of a written contract, does not apply 
to contracts forbidden by the statute, by common law or by the general pol- 
icy of the law. I Greenleaf, Ev., 284; Friend v. Miller, 52 Kans. 139. The 
court will look through all disguises in order to detect fraud or illegality. 
Martin v. Clarke, 8 R. I. 389. But parol evidence will be admissible to 
impeach only an executory contract. "In pari delicto potior est conditis 
defendentis, et possidentis." Gisaf v. Neval, 81 Pa. 354; Marksbury v. Tay- 
lor, 10 Bush. 519. For while the law refuses to enforce, it equally refuses to 
relieve a party who has suffered by the enforcement. Collins v. Blantern, 2 
Wils. 341. Conversely, parol evidence is admissable to show that a contract 
apparently invalid is really valid. Wesetrn Tr. & Coal Co. of Michigan v. 
Kilderhouse, 87 N. Y. 430;. Griffin v. New Jersey Oil Co., 11 N. J. Eq. (3 
Stockt.) 49. 

Evidence — Res Gestae — Statements Accompanying Transaction. — 
Chilcott et al. v. Washington State Colonization Co., Inc., 88 Pac. 113 
(Wash.). — Held, where a corporation adopts and receives the benefits arising 
from contracts of its promoter, it is liable thereon. 

Where a person renders professional services in preparing articles of 
incorporation under a contract in good faith with the promoters of the asso- 
ciation, and the association avails itself of the benefits of such services the 
association is liable for the compensation. City Bldg. Association, 6 Ohio Dec. 
1068. A corporation is liable for services rendered at the request of its incor- 
porators soon after the granting of the charter, whether its officers have 
been elected or not. Harrison v. Vermont Manganese Co., 20 N. Y. Supp. 
194. A corporation in contemplation of formation at the time work was 
ordered by one of its incorporators, and which went to its benefit, is liable 
therefor. Grier v. Hazard, Hazard & Co., 13 N. Y. Supp. 851. A corpora- 
tion having carried on business, and held itself out to the world as such 
before it was organized according to law, the assets thereof should be made 
liable for its debts, though created previously to the completion of such 
organization. 

Executors and Administrators — Liability for Expenses of Wake. — 
McCollough v. McCready, et al., 102 N. Y. Supp. 633. — Where expendi- 
tures for a wake were exclusively for refreshments, including provisions, 
liquors, wines, and cigars, held, expenditures for a wake, made at the request 
of the widow of decedent who left no children, being reasonable, are recover- 
able of the executors as expenses of the funeral. Gildersleeve, J., dissent- 
ing. 

It is the duty of the executor or administrator to bury the deceased, and 
from this duty springs a legal obligation, and from the obligation the law 
implies a promise to him who in the necessity of the case, directs a burial 
and pays such expenses thereof as are reasonable. Patterson v. Patterson, 
59 N. Y. 574. Funeral expenses comprehend more than the shroud, the 
coffin, and the grave. Such expenses include carriage hire, vaults, and tomb- 
stones. Donald v. McWhorter, 44 Miss. 124. But the expenses incurred 
must be reasonable. Fogg v. Holbrook, 88 Me. 169, and to determine this the 
amount of the decedent's estate is to be considered. In re Hasson's Estate, 
S Pa. Co. Ct. R. 19. Mourning attire for widow has been allowed. In re 
Wachter's Estate (Sur.), 38 N. Y. Supp. 941; contra, Jenks v. Mathews, 31 



